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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Niimi (US 4,587,620) in view of Sato (US 4,326,297). 

With respect to claim 1 , Niimi discloses the noise eliminator for eliminating noise 
contained in an input signal, comprising: a predictor 1 (Col.4 lines 20-29) for performing 
a predictive operation on output signals of said synthetic unit to calculate predictive 
values approximate to said input signal; and an interpolation control unit Fig.4 (Col.4 
line 30- Col.6 lines 5) for determining an amount of change of said predictive values as 
said interpolation amount, and stopping said synthetic unit from performing the 
synthesis of said interpolation amount when said predictive values are inappropriate 
with respect to said hold signal component output in said hold state, and making said 
synthetic unit perform the synthesis of said interpolation amount when said predictive 
values are appropriate, however Niimi does not specifically disclose wherein the noise 
eliminator further comprises a holding unit for detecting a period of occurrence of noise 
contained in said input signal, passing said input signal for output during a period when 
no noise occurs, and putting said input signal into a hold state for output during the 
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period of occurrence of noise; a synthetic unit for synthesizing a hold signal component 
of the signal output from said holding unit with an interpolation amount, said hold signal 
component being output in said hold state; 

The Sato reference however discloses a noise suppressing device in FM 
receiver. Noise is suppressed by detecting the presence of noise, with noise detector 7 
Fig.2 and holding the level which, was present before the noise was detected for a 
predetermined period of time, by controlling gate 61. (Abstract and Col. 3 lines 19-26) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement a noise suppressing device as disclosed by Sato with the noise 
eliminator as disclosed by Niimi in order to allow distortion-less incoming RF signals to 
be able to be processed and separated from corrupted signals. 

With respect to claim 2, Niimi and Sato combined disclose the noise eliminator 
according to claim 1, Niimi continues to disclose wherein said interpolation control unit 
determines, as the amount of change, a difference between said predictive value 
generated at the starting point of the period of occurrence of noise and each individual 
predictive value generated within the period of occurrence of noise. (Col. 2 lines 18-33) 

With respect to claim 3, Niimi and Short combined disclose the noise eliminator 
according to claim 1, Niimi continues to disclose wherein said interpolation control unit 
determines an absolute value of said difference between said each predictive value 
determined within the period of occurrence of noise and said hold signal component 
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output in said hold state and an absolute value of said hold signal component, and 
regards said predictive value as inappropriate with respect to said hold signal 
component when the absolute value of said difference is greatly different from the 
absolute value of said hold signal component. (Col. 3 line 60- Col.4 line 10) 

With respect to claim 4, Niimi and Sato combined discloses the noise eliminator 
according to claim 1 , Niimi continues to disclose wherein said interpolation control unit 
determines an absolute value of said difference between said each predictive value 
determined within the period of occurrence of noise and said hold signal component 
output in said hold state and an absolute value of said hold signal component, and 
regards said predictive value as appropriate when the absolute value of said difference 
is little different from the absolute value of said hold signal component. (Col. 3 line 60- 
Col.4line10) 

With respect to claim 5, Niimi and Sato combined discloses the noise eliminator 
according to claim 3, Nimi continues to disclose wherein said interpolation control unit 
further determines a maximum value of the absolute values of said differences within a 
predetermined period and a maximum value of the absolute values of said hold signal 
component within said predetermined period as a first maximum value and a second 
maximum value, respectively, and regards said predictive values as inappropriate with 
respect to said hold signal component when said first maximum value is larger than said 
second maximum value. (Col.4 line 3-10) 
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With respect to claim 6, Niimi and Sato combined discloses the noise eliminator 
according to claim 4, however Nimi continues to disclose wherein said interpolation 
control unit further determines a maximum value of the absolute values of said 
differences within a predetermined period and a maximum value of the absolute values 
of said hold signal component within said predetermined period as a first maximum 
value and a second maximum value, respectively, and regards said predictive values as 
appropriate when said first maximum value is smaller than or equal to said second 
maximum value. (Col.4 line 3-10) 

With respect to claim 10, Niishi discloses the noise elimination method for 
eliminating noise contained in an input signal, comprising a predictive step of performing 
a predictive operation on output signals generated in the synthetic step to calculate 
predictive values approximate to said input signal; (Col.4 lines 20-29) and an 
interpolation control step of determining an amount of change of said predictive values 
as said interpolation amount, and stopping the synthesis of said interpolation amount in 
the synthetic step when said predictive values are inappropriate with respect to said 
hold signal component output in said hold state, and enabling the synthesis of said 
interpolation amount in the synthetic step when said predictive values are appropriate; 
(Col.4 line 30- CoL6 lines 5), however Niishi does not disclose a holding step of 
detecting a period of occurrence of noise contained in said input signal, passing said 
input signal for output during a period when no noise occurs, and putting said input 
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signal into a hold state for output during the period of occurrence of noise; a synthetic 
step of synthesizing a hold signal component of the signal output in the holding step 
with an interpolation amount, said hold signal component being output in said hold 
state. 

The Sato reference however discloses a noise suppressing device in FM receiver. 
Noise is suppressed by detecting the presence of noise, with noise detector 7 Fig. 2 and 
holding the level which, was present before the noise was detected for a predetermined 
period of time, by controlling gate 61 . (Abstract and Col. 3 lines 19-26) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement a noise suppressing device as disclosed by Sato with the noise 
eliminator as disclosed by Niimi in order to allow distortion-less incoming RF signals to 
be able to be processed and separated from corrupted signals. 

3. Claims 7-9 are rejected as being rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Niimi (US 4,587,620) in view of Sato (US 4,326,297), and in further 
viewofHonma (US 4,191851). 

With respect to claim 7, Niishi and Sato combined discloses the noise eliminator 
according to claim 1 , however neither reference wherein said input signal is an FM 
detection signal. 

The Honma reference however discloses the use of an FM detection signal for 
signal noise suppression. (Col.1 line 50- Col.2 line 30) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the 
use of an FM detection signal for noise suppression as disclosed by Honma with the 
noise elimination device as disclosed by Niimi and Peace combined in order to use the 
noise elimination circuitry within the FM enviroment. 

With respect to claim 8, Niishi, Sato, and Honma combined disclose the noise 
eliminator according to claim 7, Honma continues to disclose wherein said predictor 
performs a predictive operation for approximating one of a pilot signal and a sub carrier 
contained in said FM detection signal. (Col.1 line 50- Col.2 line 30) 

With respect to claim 9, Niishi, Sato, and Honma combined disclose the noise 
eliminator according to claim 8, Honma continues to disclose wherein said predictor 
determines a difference between two of said output signals to calculate said predictive 
value, said two output signals having a phase difference corresponding to the frequency 
of said pilot signal or said sub carrier. (Col. 7 lines 26-47) 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments, see Page 3-1 1 , filed 9/21/06, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 and 10 under U.S.C. 1039(a) have been fully considered and 
are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Sato (US 4,326,297). 
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Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Chan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
0570. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri (9AM - 5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571)272-7884. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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